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Inesulation of Dependents .OGC Has. Reviewed -~ ‘i 


L. Tes gacstion of incculation of dependents has dgaln ariscmy, — 
tm tie offles has reviuwed the lew and aporopriate reguaations and | 
discinos@® the mutter with the State Dogartment. In our previous dis- 
guse. ns with yea, we indigatod that we did not polieve thst thers — 
was any clear avthority for inceulation of depundants under any of 
the cximting reguhationse A xcoont change in the Forsign Service _ 
woguieations has now oto suggested as the casis on waich the charge 
miy be actherized.e Soetien 103.445, entitled "Wiscellancous Kxpenses", 
wan mode effective September 12, ahs, and provides, in part: pe et 


“Tne iisesllanecus tucpansea eontemplated by paragraph 

75 cf the Staniardlszed Sovernnent Travel Regulatiens for 

travel puyord ine Limits of the United Stateg, such ag fi % 

eoources for insvulation when tay cannot bs obtalnad threush 

a Tedural, Digporeary, we authorised, unless otherwise specie’. 

Sieally stet.d in tha Tray. Authoris:tion.” 7 
(caragraph 75 of the Standardized Jevernnent Travel Regulatios fells 
wrlcr ihe generic heading ef “biscallansous Expenses," and atates in 
porte "Defin! tin ee 5 * # when reguixed for travel beyend tho limite 
cf tie Uniged States, * * * charges for inoculation wild be allowpt . 
wean thorized cr approved by the Administrative Gffieial.") aoe 


%. In an opdnion dated August 7, 297h6, (26 Sompe Gone 157), the 
Conpiredler Gencral states in ayllebuss nnd Le the cost for inoculations | 
af an agsheyee when roqudred fo travel beyond the Limits of the Ustted 
States conetitotes a raimvorsable travel expense unde paxagraph oF 
the Sta d-urdized Goverment Trevel Ragulaticns, ‘ho eset ot troculations 
for numbers of an acployee's dacediate family incidant to a permanant 
anomge of rbatdon beyond the liniis of tia United States my not be. 
sang red io an cmense of "transpertation® for which he woud be. aie . 
tislod to v ie buroouent uncer seotion 201 (a) -f the Independent Offiaes 
Ay, roprintion fet, 1gh6, ant ixecutive order Ho. 9587, issied therenn= 
duret In inturpretiog Paregrash 75 of the Stancard.aed Goverment Travel 
Rogus tions, the Coo, iroller Goneral «x lains that “it Malic the paye 
ment of xpensee Inesrred by Lhoir immediate fomiies in connection with 
coch transfer to “expenses of transportaticn®, cand thet a linktatiaa 
ip reed. niged Ln that only travel regulations "whieh relate to trauge 
mortetion"® ore cpplicable. He goos on to state thats Wlearly, under: 
tho imp and regulations, necessary Inoculation charjed constitute a e 
trevel ox ance for which an omzloyes is entitled to be reimburasd, . = 
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Provided the ghare-s for inoculation be authorized or revad 

by the ; roper offinial 2 23 required by poragravh 75 of the travel 
ropulstions; however, such charges ony not be congd cred ag coning 
W thin the purview of the tem fexpensey of transportation? as 

uoel in sestic: 201 (a) of the appropriation act or af the term 
'trunsportation! ap used in seetion 2 of the Exoeu tive Order, 
Supra. fhe tera Strensportatian? canmotes. the 

of comn garrler faros only, and while paragraph dg of the travel 

r gulations broadens the moaning se as to ineluds cortain expenses 
angident therete, there ts no basis for construing it so ay to in» 
Clude inosulatisn charres, aver though they may be requirod eo og 

& Notessary trevol xJenso o. before an employes or his fomily ars 
PMitiad to ondorteke tho m-thorised travel.® In View of what may 
be tonslcred a Limitation ty “transporte tion ompenpes", it has beon 
cugvcet d that a broncer euthority axists by virtue of the Porsian 
Sarviee Act (POL, 72), in witch the Seerctary (of State) is author. 
ized to pay "the terol expeisog™ of the monbers of the farity. The 
Gecticn of the Ast withorinirg payment of the cosh of inoculatile:s, 
however, (sos section 943) sueeiftes only "offieors or ssployees? 


Je Ue have explored the possibllity of Justifying Cependantet 
dncculaticn under a Publie Health direstive, but found that 4% vas 
pad 2 Caw” % 2 Public Hoalta "station’, ae somm car Hodiea? 
Division deog not PALL. : 


he The new Poreign Service Regulation cited shove dons not 


ars SLox prewide for mithorization of inewlation for deperienta; > 


the coms colon, it doag not Clearly prohibit ite ‘the cxrtent — 
that the Feraicn Services aegulations ap, available to A pergon- 
nel, tiis sentton Bay POSsLoly be arcested es dustittable &: thority, 


Re have gone cifficulty in eoncluding that tharo 4a explicit authority 


for the inoeulation of cepenic: ty, and there ta no Caprese srovlerton 


‘iin Pelee 220. 


Je From the above, it o;.ears thet wo have thee eoursas of ale 
tamtive aetlonsg eS 


(a) we con cecept the nor ssetion uf tie Foreicn Service _ 


Regu: tiona an Justification for authoriging inoculation of dependants , 


anc hucard « liter challenga and posathle disallowance by the General 
Acecuntine vfiiies, yn view of the burdangome accounting which woukd 
be livelved, any Vigallorance by GAO woold probably opnly inky te... 


f: tare paymontes thove alron 'y made world most Aikaly be senso. 


@ erronsocs amalnistrative decisions or 


{b) Wa ocn submit the quesiics to the Generel Accounting 
Office for a decliratory desision.e ‘this sotion misht prove Tather 
enborrassing to the State Dapertzent,, ane wuld sorbaint: . Gisces at 
Vontlor to a question that iicat othereiae be undi gn Oe sayg OF 


andnar ast Pas Wee f8 bebo pcbace ano THARIOUEINNT 8 naomi 


TAS wor Sx.eting law or rogulations., In this. | 


event, we ahould erobably aouly for pamadial lace ee 
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& If it is decided to secant the seo feet: Service ne aes 
a3 a basis of reimbursement fcr the cost of dependents!’ dnooulations 
ty urivate physicians outeide the Washingt area, the last two Lines 
of parapraph 3 of Administrative Instruction Wel cheuld te revised 
cea jdye The security aspect of dependentst inoculation at Head- 
quartcre is, of course, sufficient suse Seen: in any evente 
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